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Tothe late Antidote againſt 


IDOLATRY: | 


WHEREIN 


Thetrue and adequate Notioti 
or Dcfinition of Idolatty is ptopoſed. 


Moſt Inſtances of Tdolatry in the Rorhaii 
Chutch thereby examined.. 


Sundry uſes in the Church of England 
Cleared: 


With fa ſerions Monitionis rouching Spiriv 
Idolatry thereunto annexed. 
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| © Realter, 
; TF Shallnor wonder if thou be 
- | at a loſs, what. to impure 
| -* this my ſo ſudden:appear- 
| ingin publick again-upon the 
fame Subject; "for F muſt con- 

| fels, I my ſelf am ini ſome ſort 
ata loſs what to'1mpure it to. 
Whether to the exceſs of my 
| zeal in acauſe of ſogreatim-: 
- portance, or to my impatierice 
- tobe freed from theſe Polemr 
| cal 'Engagements , which are 
| not: ſo ſuitrable'ro my Genius. 
| Bur fo far as 1 know my: own 
' meaning it is both. *'Andthere- 
| tore having ſince my laſt by 
A2 further  {þ 


—_ hes.” tid 


To the Reader. 


further converſe with cither | 
books or men, difcovered, asI 
| conceive, the utmoſt that can | 


| rwixtMeand my Antagoniſt, 
for the mare timely aſſiſting ſo | 
weighty a truth, and for the 
freeing my felf from any fu- 
turetrouble, I have here afore- 
hand abviated whatever I can 
ſufpet he may return as materi- 
al, inan{wertomy Reply. This 
it may be, may ſave us bothany | 
further labour, at leaſt ic will | 
my ſelf. For Iprofeſs my ſelf to 
have neither hope nor abiliry 
of ſatisfying others by any o« | 
ther evidences, than by which | 
I find my felf fo fully and | 
clearly ſatisfied. | 
T hat Fhave vindicated ſome. 
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be ſaid touching the point be. | 


is 
uſes NF 


To the Reader, 


| uſes in our own Church from 
| allfuſpicions of Idolatry, is bur 
| 


- ' member of her body, and to 


what owe to her, as a profeſſed 


the honour and memory of our 


- pious and judicious Refor- 


|. of cleanſing our ſelves from 


mers. Thar I have annexed 
ſome few Monitions touching 
ſpiritual Idolatry, is forthereſcu- 
ing my ſelf alſo from the im- 
putation of an over Bigotical 
zeal againſt rhe external or ritual, 
For I am abundantly aware 
how little the avoyding the out- 
ward or ritual [dolatry will avail 
to falvation.unleſs we alſo ſeri- 
ouſly endeavour to purify our 
ſelves from the inward or ſpiritual, 
without which purity no man 
Shall ſee God. But in pretence 


the ij 


Tothe Reader. 
the i#nvarl;to make) nothing'sf 
the! ounvar?, is the fruir of 'that 
falſe. (piricchat appeared ifithe 


Gnoſticks of ald;and has exprefly | 
Showed irſelf in-theſe latter | 
times,amoneſt ſome high lown | 
Entbufraſts', who have had" the | 
boldneſs xo 'declare/thar there 


5nb ſuch; thing 48'external Tdo- 


larry:Which'is ſpoken withas | 
muchſoundnefs of truth, ' as if 


theyshould declare, That there 
15:no ſuch thing! neither as out: 
part Murder, Adultery, Perju- 
rie;/and Blaſpbemie. - Bur our 
blefled Saviour, that infallible 
example of life, has taught us 
4'berter leſfon-of fulfilling all 
righreouſnefs. Andthey that 
willbeexternally wicked, whar 
have they bur their” own vain 


boaſt .| 


Tothe Reader. 
}f | boaſt to witnels their integri- 
it | ry? That God woulddeliver 
Ee | thee and my felt and all men, 
Y | from all manner of Hypocriſie, 
r | that we may injoy- God inthe 
fn | ſimplicity of Heart anda good 
e | Conſcience, toour preſentand 
e | everlaſting comforr;istheearn- 
»- | eſtdefire of OS 


E& | Thine in the love of the Trath, 
H. More. 


Errara fic corrige, 


Age 23, Line20. for chance, r. ſhame. p. 24. 6, 
for mind, r. mine, p25; 1. 16. r. fouly, p. 26. 1. 17. 
r. real, p, 29. 1. 32. 7. it &. P: 33, |. 13, r. be, commenſii= 
74re. p. 37. 1.26. for mind r. mine. p. 38, I. 39. r. bis 
bounty. Pp. 49. 1. 28. for diſpute, r, diſpell. p. 45. 1. 27. 
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'1 24. r, live we 4s. P. 55. 1, penult, for they r. theſe. p.59. 
18. 1 Gang. 39.21, POO GIS 


we 


<—*+-.---- . 


(4Þ0, : 4 
COLES DIES DIS ES 


AN 
APPENDIX. 


To the late Antidote againſt $3L 
IDOLATRY: 


I: A brief acconnt of bis proceeding in bis 
Antiaote againſt Idolatty. 


Have already, in my Antidote againſt Iaolatry, 
with ſufficient uſeful evidence ahd certain- 
ty diſcovered whar is and ought to be: 
heldro be Idolatry amongſt Chriſtians; bur 
inſuch a way, thar I only exbibired ſeveral caſes or 
inſtances of Idolatry, and proved them ſfome- 


| times, rather by Teſtimony eicher Divine, or the 


common ſuffrage of men, I mean {ſuch / as are 
Chriſtians, chan from the! ihcrinſick general /No- 
tion of Idolatry, not at all intended ro. be propo- 
ſed in that Treatiſe; that rherhod I then took, be- 
ing ſufficient for the uſe and purpole_then aimed 
at, which was to conyindethe World byplain and 
obyious + Arguments , what things profeſſed and 
| _ practiſed. 
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practiſed in the Roman Church might juſtly be 
clteemed Idolatrous, 
11. The definition of Idolatry with the uſeful- 
eſs thereof. | 
But now for the greater fatisfaftion of the 
more curious and Philoſophical Genius , out of 
thoſe ſeveral inſtances in the aboveſaid Treatiſe, 
'] ſhall draw one common Notion or Definition, 
borh rrue and adzquare, which will be a certain 
meaſure whereby we may expeditely underitand 
whatever is truly Idolatry, and what not. For, 
it is plain, that ro whatſocver the Definition be- 
longs, the thing defined belongs to the fame, and 
ro whatſoever the Definition does nat belong, 
the thing defined cannot belong tov ic. Ot to 
great importance 1s it thetefore to propoſe a true 
and adzquateDefinition of Idolatry. Which I con- 
ceive is this; Culzus ſuperFtitioſus quo pecu'taritates 
Divine violmmur. |dolatry is a kind of ſuperſti- 
ridus worſhip, whereby the peculiarities - of the 
Godhead are violated. There is no kind nor act 
of Idolatry which wil} nor fall under this general 
Notion, nor any kind or act of R/z4a/ worſhip thar 
falls under it, that is not Idolatry, as will more 
plainly appear after our explication thereof. 
I1i. The explication of t:e Definition. 
As for the Term defined , [dvlatry, there is 


no man ſo unskiltull, (chough according to the | 


Notation of the word, it ſignifies properly the 


worſhip of an Image or Idol) as to think that to ; 
be the adzquate ſenſe of Idolatry, fince they that : 
-- worſhip the Sun are ackno wledged to be Idolaters, | 


chough 
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Antidote againſt Idolatry . 3 
though they worſhip him wichour an Image 3 And 
theretore thar ſctuple paſſed over, nothing hinders 
bur that the Notion of Idolatry may beas large, 
as the propoſed Definition, which is, ſuperfiittons 
wor ſhip whereby the peculiarities of the Godhead are 
violated, 1 add ſuper/{itrous ro worſhip , that the 
Genus may be the more immediate; and by ſaperſti-. 
2105, | underſtand pſeudoreligions, if I may o ipeak, 
rhar is falle, or depraved religious worſhip : And TI 
name #0 objec, becauſe 1 would nor reſtrain it ro 
any one kind of abject, bur be the prerence of 
worſhipping God , Saints, Angels, or what eyer 
objetelſe, when it is in ſuch a way, as that the 
Divine peculiarities are violated, that is Idolatry 
according to this Definition. Superſtitious wor- 
ſhip therefore is the Gen of the Definition, what 
r-mains, the difference, viz whercby the pecultari- 
ries of the Godhead are wiolated, Jam fain romake 
ule of this moregeneraland abſtraft rerm, peculs- 
aritics, that it may comprehend whatever things 
are peculiar ro God, whether his C4#tribures or 
Kites choſen and appropriate ro his own worſhip, 
which his own chozce is enough to make peculiar 
tro him, though cloſely look'c into, they may have 
allo a natural ſignificancy of thoje excellencies 
that are proper to the Godhead, Such are the 
baving a Temple and a Symbolical preſence e-+.. 
rected for invocation and worihip, praying be- 
fore that Symbolical preſence, having incenſe 
burnt before it, and Lamps or Candles light up, 
&c. Theſe and the. like were the modes tbar 
God made choice of, to ſignifythe honour and 

B 2 worſhip - 
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worſhip due to himſelf, and therefore ro uſe them 
ro anyelſe, is a violation of his peculiarities. For 
by the violation of the pecultaritics of the Godhead, I 

nderſtand any kind ot prophanation or vilification 


ſence to be worſhipped towards, as pretends to 
reareſene God, who is zrrepreſentable, as being 
infinite in Majeſty and Greatneſs, this were to 
leflen, obſcure, or indeed to aboliſh the infinite 
glorious Majeſty of God, which is peculiar to him, 
[_....__and ſo to make an Idol of him, and therctore 
| -— were .gtols Tdolatry. Bur to eret a Symboli- 
.al preſenceto a Creature, that is Idolatry upon 
the other ſcore, it implying Omnipreſence or 

Omnipercipienceto be in that Creature. 

I V. what a Symbolical preſence i. 

For,a Symbolical preſence is nothing elſe bur 


| Phe invoking or ſupplicating, or any way religiouſly 
- \TPorſhipping that inviſible Power or Spirit for Whom 
it is ereckedor made. So that in bricf, all Idolatry 
-{—is luch as either turns God into an Idol, or turns 
 / an Idol, that is, the Creature we' give religious 
worſhip to, in ſome reſpe&, into a God, in giye- 

ing it ſomething which is peculiat untohim. 


Was truly Idolatry, was really Divine. 
Whence for the utter taking away all lirigi- 
| {oulneſs abour terms, That re/iezows worlbip which 
/baatia or given to any Creature conſtitutes 

| Sy ED Idolatry, 


-—-of them, cicherby obſcuring or leſſening of them. 
© in himſelf, or elſe by communicating of them, 
ro others. As to ſet up ſuch a Symbolical pre--.. 


ſome freure or imagerte , inſtituted or eredted for * 


V. That that religious worſl #> of Damons which | 
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Idolatry, may rightly and truly be alfo called Di- 


vine ; and is(o, if ir make the att Idolatry : for that 


implyes that it violates ſome peculiarity of the _ 


Godhead, and attributes ir to the Creature, which _1_ 


is, as to that reſpe&, ro make a God of ir. And 


ſuch Divine worſhipas this was, that which the 
Heathens gave to their Dzmons, though they 
rook it to be only religious, and ſuch as did not 
appertain peculiarly ro God himſelt ; as is parti- 
cularly obſervable in the Plaronifts, whom yer 


_ neither St. Aſtin, nor any other ſerious Chriſti-/ 


an will ſtick ro conclude to have been Idolaters in 
their Dzmon- worſhip. And therefore, if we wil 
bur ule juſt weights and meaſures , whatever Chriz 
ſtians do the like things to Saints and Angels, pre- 
rending itisnot D/wize worſhip, bur an inferiour 


' - religious worſhip, the y muſt be alſojudged ro com- 


mir Idotacry. 


P; | 


VI. The way of convincing the Romaniſts of 1-... 


dolatry in this Treatiſe. 
And this was one way of convincing the Ro- 
man Church of their Idolatrics. Bur laying aſide 


all theſe more exteriourand obyious Arguments, we 


will deal now more preciſely and Philoſophically, 
and argue only from the moſt intrinſecal and efſen- 
tial 7 opick in all Logick, and examine the Roman 
Idvlatries by the inmoſt Notion and Definition of 
the Thing, ſhewing that even that which ſeems to 


be only by Divine Declaration Idolatry; is alfo, - 
_ it morerationally conſidered, Idolatry according 


to thepropoſed Definition. 
B 3 | V1I. That 


6 An Appendixto the 
VII. That the forbidding to Worſhip God by an 
Image, ts the natural ſenſe of the ſecond 


Commanaement. 


declared Idolatry by God himſelf in the ſecond 


any graven Image, &c. Thou ſhalt not bow down 10 
it, nor worſhip it, &c. The bowing down to and 
{ worſhipping a graven Image, though in prerenco 
' } to worſhip God thereby, is plainly prohibited by 
'* this Commandement- For the prohibition of 
worſhipping any other God, is ſufficiently evident 
——>In the firſt Commandement, Thow ſhalt have no 0- 
ther Gods but me, Whercby he pronounces that 
he alone will be v o:thipped : whence ir naturally 
follow s, that this next preceptis atlealt chietly a- 
bour ! the purity and congruity of his oyn worſhip, 
? forbidding ro worthip him by any Imaye, in bow- 
 tngto1', or worlhipiag it, though in reference to 
himlelt. This is the moſt natural, and indeed the 
neceſlary ſenſe of this precepr, it we conſider 
the extream incredibility of any other ſenſes, that 
are offered, or can be offered. 
VIIL Altother ſenſes plainly inpeſ ible aud 
encredible;” 
Forler us ſuppoſe firſt, that the ſenſe is, Thom 
ſvalt not bow down to,nor worſhip the graven Image(that 
| thou makeſt and ſerreſ up, ) than ſhalt not wor ſhip the 
_4-1maze it ſelf inſtead of God or for God. It would 
8 +be a prohibition of a thing even impoſſible to hu- 
mane Nature to do : that a Jew ſuppoſe ſhould 
worſhip an Image that himſelf has made of ſome 


Ty 


As the worſhipping God by an Image, is plainly | 


—7 Commandement, Throw ſhalt not make to thy ſelf 


a = * 8090 ante af. - y 


hn 
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— 


log of wood or ſtone, inſtead-of or for the'Gad, 
| © houſe of Bondage, & indeed that created the whole 


God, and nor worſhip-it in reference to him. ' | 


Antidote againſt {dolatry. 7 
tharbrought him our of the land of Zgypy, and the! 


World, as it he could take the Image for this... _ 


How nugatorious would they make the Divine / 
Law-giver by ſuch a prohibition , co inrerdift-- — 
thoſe things which it is impoſlibte for men to doe? 
And now ler us ſuppoſe the other ſenſe of rhe pre- 
cept to be,(and I can neither meer with nor deviſe | | 
any more,) Thou ſhalt not make to thy ſelf any 1dol,that 
is toſay, no Image of any Heathen God or ofany }- 
falſe God whatlocyer;thar- this cannot be the chict-” 
ly intended ſenſe thereof is plain. Firſt, from the 
apparent ſuperfluity of this precepr, that being fo 
ſtrictly and apertly interdiQed before, ws. That 
rhey ſhould have no Pagan gods, nor any gods 
whatever beſides 7ehowah. Which while rhey hold - 
to, it is impoſſible they ſhould make ro themſelves 
any Images or Idols of thoſe gods ro bow down 
to or worſhip. So that this prohibition would be ſu- 
perfluous , if that was the only meaning of the 
commandement. And then in the ſecond place, 
this ſenſe is incoherent with the words following; 
For I am 4 jealows God. Which implyes ſuſpicionſj—— 
of ſome foul dealing berwixt any Member 
of his Spouſe, the Church, and Himlſelt ; rhar 
they may communicate any thing of that which 
1s peculiarly due ro himſelf unto another. Bur if 
the Jews ſhould make an Idol, thatis, the Image 
of ſome Pagan God., and worſhip it, the. mat-— 
ter would bepaſt ſuſpicion, they would apertly and 
| = 7” TED pro- 
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proteſſedly be found falſe ro Jehowah , and to 


_ commit Adultery with another God. 


--JX. The golden Calf no intended Image of A- 


is, but the Symbolical preſence of Jehovah. 


To which you may add in the third place, thar [- 
God himſelf has thus interpreted this commande- | 


/ ment, that he willnor be worſhipped by an [mage, 
though erected and:-worſhipped in reference to 
himſelf ; as is moſt undeniably plain in the golden 


Calf which Aaron made;; which was nor intended 


; tor the Imag e of Apis. the ,Zeprian God, bur 
was the Symbolical ptelence of 7ehovah. Indeed 


St. Steven layes, AR. 7. 39, 40+ And in their 


hearts they turned back again into «Egypt, (it may 
be in the orofleſt ſenſe it they could have brought 
Aarento their lure ) Jay/ng unto Aaron, make ws Gads 


70 go before us. Butt 15 moſt likely, that this 1s | 


only a reprchenſion of their © Zzypiianizing 1n 
- matters of Religion , deſiring to' have ſome viſt- 


'ble Obje& and Figure ro ſuſtain rheir Faith, and ' 


ſpcndtheir Devotion on, according to the mode 
of /Zeypr, who gave Divine worſhip to Images. 
This mode of Religion their minds hanker'd after, 


as their mouths elſewhere wartcred after the fleſh- 


pots of Lgypr, for which they are allo taxed, P/al. 


106. 19. They mage a Calf in Horeb, and worſhipped 
the Molten Iwage. Thus they changed their glory, | 


that is, the God of 1/7acl, or his Divine preſence, 


into the Similitude of an Ox that eateth araſf, As + 


if thovah the Almighty, Infinite and Erernal God, 


that did ſuch great things in /Egypt, wonderoms | 
works in the land of Ham, and gs things by | 
the | 
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the Red-ſea, could be repreſentable by any fuch fi- 
oure. So thatin this hey quite forgar God their = 


Saviour, both what an' excellent being he is, and © 
| utterly irrepreſentable by Imagery, and forgar his 


commandement (which is one ſpecial and mare- 
rial way of forgetting him ) Thow ſhalt not make 
to thy ſelf any graven Image , thou ſhalt not bow 
dann to it, nor worſhip it. 
X. That the Hiſtory of the golden Calf plainly 
implyes that ſenſe thereof. 
Bur there is no place ſo convincing , that the 


golden Calf which Aaron» made, was made and, _ 


worſhipped in reference to Jehovah, as-whar oct © 

curres in the very Hiſtory. God had promiled 
ro the people , he would ſend an Angel before 
them to keep them in the way , Exod. 23. 0. 
This the People knowing and deſpairing of 
Hoſes being tound again, or impatient of his 
ſtay ſo long in the Mount, ( which Sc. Steven 
interprets a rejeding of ſes, or putting him from 
them, AZ. 7. 39. forthar is ſpoken of 24sſes, not 
of God) they come to Yaron, (Exod. 32.) and 
lay unto him, Up make 1 Goas which ſhall goe bec- 


fore us, which Aaron immediately aflents to, and 


receiving their car-rings , made amolten Calf of 
them, whereupon they ſaid, Theſe are thy Gods O Iſra- 
e/,nhich brought thee out of the land of «£gypt. And 
Aaron built an Altar - before this Image which 


himſelf had made, and made proclamation and----... 


laid, Tomorrow 4s a feaſt to the Lord,that is,toJehovah. 
And on the morrow, according to this procla- 
mation, they celebrate rhe Feaſt, and of- 


fered 


io eAnceAppendix to the 


_Aered burnt offerings &c. to this Image. Now 
" ler any unprejudiced man judge to whom this 
ſymbolical preſence could be . ereted bur to 
Fehovah, Did notthe lſraclites ask of Asr0n whar 
God had promiſed ? the Angel in whom God 
would place his Name there ? Did Aar07 at all 
ſtick ro fulfill cheir deſire > Do nor the People lay 
of this ſymbolical preſence, Theſe are thy Gods 0 
_-—Jſratl, or which is all one, This ix thy God O Iſratl, 
© (as Nehemiah has it Chap. 9. v.18.) that brought 


thee out of the Land of Egypt, which is utterly 
/ Impoſlible for them to underſtand of rhe golden | 


Calt which was bur newly made, and therefore 
is necc{larily underſtood of that God that brought 
chem out of Agr, which is Jehovah, no Fgypti- 
. an Deity, bur-he that bcought all thoſe Plagues 
on #Zeypr and delivered his People with an 
high hand. And laſtly, is notan Altar built before 
the ſame {ymbolical preſence, and a fcaſt proclaim- 
ed there to be cclebrarcd to the Lord > What more 
perſpicuous coherence can be delired for the cer- 
tainty of the ſenſe of any paſlzage of Scripture ? 


Xl. The groſs repugnaticies implid in ſuppoſing 


the Calf to be rhe ſymbolical preſence of tte 


God Apis. 
All things run ſmooth on this Hypotheſis. But 


ſuppoſing this Calf the Symbolical Preſence of 4pi | 


”— 


jan Zgyptian Deity, who had the form of an 


 £:Ox, (which might give ſome of the Antients oc- 
| cafton, as 1 ſuppole, to think it was ſo, they not 
| conſidering that Cherub allo fignifies an Ox or 
\Calf, and that one of the Angelical forms in the 


Chariot : 
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Charior of God is both an Ox, and is called a 
Cherub, andthar the Cherubins in the Ark were 
of this figure, which is a ſymbol of the Angels, 
who are the Chariot of God, P/al. 68. 17.. The 
Chariots of God are twenty thouſands, even thouſands 
of Angels, andthe Lord among them as in Sinai in 
the holy place, where this Chariot or Chariots (be- 
cauſe it conſiſted of four parts) was ſeen by Aaron, 
like that by Ezekz/e/, where one part had theform 
of an Ox or Calf, and all four the feer of Oxen./ 
So lictle eſtranged is the form of an Ox or Cal 

from the uſe of repreſenting the preſence of the 
God of Iſrael,) bur ſuppoſe, I ſay, it is nor the 
ſymbolical preſence of Jehovah , but of the 
Agyprian, <4pz, according to the conceitot ſome 
out of the reſpetthey bear ro the Fathers, whar 
an harſh and intolerable reproach is it in the mean 
time ro Gods High Prieſt, to afhrm that he did 
thus protanely and impiouſly make an #gyprian; 
Idol tor the People of God ro worſhip, and fo afliſted 
them in the groſly breaking of both the firſt and 


ſecond Commandement art once, and cven then © 


whenthe People did bur deſire the promile ro be 
made good ro them, thar the viſible preſence of 
God, or his Angel in whom his Name was, might. 
go along with them, and that Aaron notwirth- 
{tanding inſtead of this, ſhould make the ſymbo- 
lical preſence of aforraign God ! Beſides that the 
people themſelves had not this judgment of it, 


they declaring it to be the ſymbolicalpreſence of ___.. 


him that broughtthem our ot-the Land of Age. 
Nor could they poſſibly believe the Xgyprian Apis 


ro 
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to have done ſo, tohave inflicted all' choſe plagues | 
on his own Landin the behalf of a forraign peo. ' 
ple. Beſides that they were all along declared | 
by <HMoſesro be done inthe Name of the God of | 
Iſrael: rowhom alſo Aaron builds an Altar before 
- this Calf, and proclaimes a Feaſt ro Jehowah, | 
;which,if by this Calf were meant the A:gyprian 
' Apis, would be as repugnant, as to ſay, Api and 


+2 


Jehovah areall one. 


X 1I. The Certainty hence, that the ſecond Com. 
mandement forbids the worſhipping God by 
an Image. | 

Wherefore wecan be of nothiag more ſure than 
chat this Golden Calf or Cherub was erected by 
Haronto Jehovah, and fo underſtood by the People. 
The worſhipping whereof notwithſtanding is a- 
greed on all fides to bave been Idolitry. . From * 
whence it plainly follows, thar the ſecond Com- ' 
mandement forbids the worſhipping God by an 
Image, which was the thing to be proved Nordo 
I know by whatevaſions thoſe of the contrary 0- 
pinion can eſcape the clearneſs of this proot and 
precept. Godlo plainly interpreting the meaning 
of his own Law, by his ſevere vengeance on the 
{worſhippers of the golden Calf, though ercaed to 


” | hima(elt. 


* X11I.. Two evaſions to ſpun this ſenſe, The 
firit from the Septuagints Tranſlation of Pelcl 
propoſed and anſwered. 

The beſt and moſt ordinary evaſions are theſc 

wo. The firſt that the Sepruagizr tranſlating Pe- 


-—Jt not TavTTo, Scaiptile, but. 1delum, do plainly 


. enough | 


"—_— 
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cnough inſinuate , that an Image to thetrue God 


| jsnotthere forbid for worſhip bur Idols only, or 
| Images, of the Heathen Gods, or any falſe Gods. 


Bur+ thoſe that argue thus do nor conſider that 


'* 4iJwnw in Greek is of as indifferent and large a 


ſignification as mags in Latin, or Image in Eng- j-- 
liſh. Pl/ozznns, when he was deſired ro fit to have 
his Picture drawn, ſaid, he would not have them. 
give themſelyes the trouble of making #:9waey uw. 
az, an Image of an Image, or Shadow of a Sha- 
dow. So that we way with better reaſon ima- 
gine the Sepruagine to bave choſen this word as an 
univerſal Bar againſt not only Szazue-wor/hip, but 
even PifFure-worſhipalſo: Or tohave made choice 
of 1dolon, rather than Pavnlor, Sculptile, becauſe 
it {ignificch more determinarely ſuch Sculprilia as 
are Images, or have Imagery on them, that they 
ſhould not be bowed ro in a religious way; not for.. 
bidding co dire their worſhip ro wards every thing 
thatis carved, when it does not at all pretend ro 
make God repreſenzable, as Imagery does. Sothar 
there being theſe Reaſons ſo obvious, why the Sep- 
tuagint might Tranſlate Peſel Idolon, rather than 
PAumiov , Seulprile, the inferring they did it 
in reference to the [dols of the Heathen, is of no 
force. | 

And beſides, ſuppoſe that Peſet ſignifies an 
[do], in the ſenſe of the adverſe party; what 
do they getby it, when as the text then will run 
thus, Thos halt not make to thy [elf any Idol or Image 
of any Heathen. God, nor the likeneſs of any thing 
that ks in Heaven above, or in the earth beneath, 
thou 
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thou ſhalt not bow down to them, nor worſhip them, | of 
It is manifeſt that yer for all this all manner of | &( 
/Amage-worſhip, or Pifture-worſhip is forbidden; | one 
" { not only of the Heathen Gods, but all wharſoe- | US, 
yer, and therefore they cannor be worſhipped, the 
nonot in reference to the true God himſelf. Or by 
if you would underſtand the following words, ma! 
wiz. Nor the likeneſs of any thing in Heaven a- Go 
bove, &c. ſtill of the Heathen Gods Images, fort 
(which is perfeQly illogical, and impoſlible tor any 
one that attends to reaſon ro admit, the obje&t 
of tie precept being plainly here diſtributed in- 
to two parts. The firſt part the Idols or Ima- 
[ges of tne Heathen Gods, the other whatever rab 
© other ſimilitudesor Images beſides :) Yet if theſe Pas 
words cou!d be drawn to the ſame ſenſe with tha 
rhe other, fo thar the ]mages of the Heathen Ch 
Gods, or any falle Gods might be underſtood by ow 
them, and that the whole prohibition were concer- mo 
ning ſuch like Images orldols,that would alfonot- | Nc 
withſtanding claſh with the next words following, EXC 
' For Iam a jealous God. For in this caſe,as Inored The 
-above,the matter would be beyond jealouſie, it all | 
would be a conteſled a of ſpiritual Adultery, w-h doy 
is Idolatry. But to Argue fromthe mention of the 
Gods jcalouſie, that the Image muſt be meant the 
of ſome ftrange God, (for what Husband would © 0 + 
be jealous of his Wite, for honouring or 'kifling ! Jew 
his own picture?) that is no more than a witry hav 
ſophifm built upon a falſe Hypotheſis ; as if the Ant 
mans pi&are could as eaſily rob rhe man of whbar is | © Þ 
-dde to him from his Wife, as an Image rob God , plai 
| of | 
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ex, | of whatis due to him. For the Imagebeing viſible, 
- of | & God inviſible, there is maniteſt dangerof joyning 
en; | ones devotion, which is allthat God can 'have of 
oe- | us, to the gariſh Image, more than to God, and 
ed, the true Notion' of him in our minds ; and that 
Oc by worſhipping Him in ſuch a vile manner, we 
ds, may be brought off afterwards to worſhip other 

4- Gods, as mean as we have made him by this 
76s, fort of worlhip. 


any XIIII. The ſecond evaſion touching the Cherus 
et bins on the Mercy-ſeat, propoſed and an- 
in- ſwered. 

na- The next evaſion, which ſeems moſt confide- 


ver Table, is, in that they prerend that God himlelt 

cle bas interpreted his own Law to another fenſe 
ith than we would have, in commanding golden 
ien | Cherubins to be ſer on the Mercy-ſcat for his / 

by own worſhip, This excuſe is very trite a- 
-er-  mongſt the Romari/ts, and the ſecond Council of 
ot- | Nice alledges the fame, bur ir is plain that it falls 

ng, exceeding ſhort of rae cale. For the ſcope of 

red Thelecond Commandementis not the forbidding / 

| it all Image-work intheplaces of worſhip, bur the 
y:h bowing ro Images and worthipping them,” which 

of thecale of the Cherubins does not reach. For 
ant the people was never commanded to bow down 
uld | 70 or worſhip the golden Cherubins , nordothe 
ing ' Jews profeſs themfelyes ro have done {o, but to 
irry have boweddown to and worſhipped God alone. | 
the And beſides that rhey were not intended for an 
tis C bjeQ of the Peoples worſhip or adoration is - 
50d , Plain,in that they were carefully hid from-yheir---— 
of | HT fight. 


16 
light. 
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ſelves preſent hard by the Cherubins, their po- 
ſture plainly ſhows they were never intended tobe 


And if they could penetrate with their | 
imagination through the vail, and make them. | 


=— + 


worſhipped , their faces nor being turned to. | 


Awards the People to receive their falutations, bur | 
| Indeed if they were an | 


rowards one another. 
obje&, that it was their declared duty ro worſhip, 
whenthey ſaw them, the ſame religious aftection 
may be conceived to be directed rowatds them 
chrough the vail. But formal adoration to a viſt- 


: —ble obje& while it is hid and made inviſible, is, 


methinks, as uncouth and unnatural, as the bow- 
ing to ſome Perſon .. on-.the other fide a brick- 


| —"+wall..in which there is not the lealt loop-hole ro 
ſee thorough. Where!ore there being no pre- | 
cept to the people of the Jews, tro bow down to | 


the golden Cherubins, and to worthip them, nor 
It being any proſciled practice of them, and ti:e 


,poſture of the Cherubins being ſuch as intimates | 


/ they were not made to be worſhipped by them, 


{ and they being carefully hid from the eyes of the | 


-people that they mighr\nor ſee them, (though 
they wereſymbols of the ſpecialpreſence of God, 
and Notes or Inſtruments for the \direQting their 


/,adoration thitherward ro God in a ſpecial man- | 
© ner there preſent ) ic is evident they were no ob- | 
ject of the peoples worſhip, and that rhey were x 

(. "i F.. 
though they bowed rowardthem, as a determina-. } | 
tive circumſtance of their worſhip of God. This } 


neither to bow down rothem, nor worſhip them, 


is ſo'plain, chat 1 believe no manthar conſiders it 
Can 


cre. [ 
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can have the confidence to deny ir. -VR. That 
che Cherubins were not the obje& of the Peoples 
worſhip,” much leſs intended ſo by God. 
XV. A difficulty touching the High Priests 
bowing in the Holy of Holies propoſed. 

But the great difficulty, as it ſeems to ſome, 
is how the High Prieſt, when he went into the 
Holy of Holies, { which he did once by the 
year;)and bowed as they conceive before thele 
Cherubins bare and open to his fight, - could ſo; 
behave himſelf as nor co be guilty of bowing to 


grayen Images and worſhipping them. - Which 


it he did; I muſt confeſs that the Romaniſts have 
no contemprible plea for their interpretarion of 


the ſecond Commandement, as if it were nor - 


againſt worſhipping the true God by an Image. 


Bur ro this difficulty I anſwer theſe two wayes.,- 4... 
X VI. The firſt way of anſwering it, by denye” 


ing tbe fait, if it could not be done nithout 

bowing towards the Cherubins as an objedF. 
Firſt, that if the High Prieſt when he was in 
the Holy of Holies, could nor bow ro worſhip 
God by that geſture, bur he mult alſo bow to. 
wards the Cherubins objedivet , and not meerly 
circumſtantially, 1 do flatly deny that he did bovv 
there. And they can never prove that he did, 
there being no mention thereof in the Scripture, 
vvhere his behaviour in that place is deſcribed, 


em, 4-—Levit. 16. But there being a plain prohibition 


can | 


in the ſecond Commandement to bovy to graven 


Images and to yvorlhip them, it is from hence 
demonſtcable that the High Prieſt in this caſe 
| & vyould 
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would not. For it zo obey be better than ſacrifice, | 
aud ro hearken than the fat of Rams, 1 Sam 15. 22+ | 


certainly the High Prieſt could not bur fee thar 
obedience to ſo plain and ſtrict a G——_ 


ment , as Thou ſhalt not bow down to any eraven | 


Images, nor worſhip them, 8&c. was better thanthe | 
breaking that command under pretence of yor- | 
ſhipping God by bowing unto rvem, namely to | 


the Cherubins. Wherefore we may be certain 
that in this caſe he wouldnot bo w towards them. 
Bur if he could bow towards them withour in- 


curring this danger, the difficulty is raken away, | 


and the true ſenſe of the ſecond Commande- 
ment remains firm and inviolable ; that God him- 
ſelf is nor to be worſhipped by an Image, by 
bowing to it and worſhipping ir. 


XVII. The ſecond way by afferting that te | 


. might bow in ſuch circumſtances, as that 
ghe Cherubins were no object of his wor- 
a_ - 
But now belides this, in the ſecond place, if 
any one think it ſo probable that the High Prieſt 


did bow forme time rowards the Mercy Seat, | 
when he was in the Holy of Holyes, ler us pitch 


upon that which is moſt likely, namely when he 
made his nearer approach thereto, ro beſprinkle 


it with blood : it is manifeſt there is no colour | 


of ſaying, that in theſe circumſtances he bowed 
to or worſhipped rhe Cherubins. 


1. Becaufe the firſt thing that he was to do, | 
when he was to enter within the vail, was to zake | 


a cenſure full of burning coales of fire, & bis hands full 


of 


of ſweet incenſe beaten ſmall, and to bring them withis 
the vail,and r0 pat the incenſe oy the fire before the-__. 
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Lord, that the cloud of the intenſe may cover the 
Mercy ſeat that is upon the teflimonie that he die not. 
Levit. 16:12, 13. Whichis a {ign thar he was 
not to dare ſo much as to look ro warts the Mer- 
cy feat, much lels ro worſhip towatds it, rill all 
on the Mercy ſear, the golden Cherubins and 
all were hidin a cloud of incenſe, which is like 
the hiding of them from the fight of the Peo« 
ple by the vail. And that therefoterheir golden 
luſter was ro be no obje@ of worſhip, as being. 
thus enveloped with'frtioak, not to be Teen atatiy 
diſtance. | 

2. Bur now, when the High Prieſt apptoaches 
up neater to the Mercy ſeat, which we have 
ſuppoled the more likely titrie of wotſhipping, 
ler us ſee what poſſibility there is of his appear- 
ing guilty oft worſhipping che Cherubins, rhough 
he ſhould then bow rowatds the Throne of God, 
more than in that fotmer circumſtance. For the 
two Cherubins were placed ar the two cnds of 
the Mercy ſcat, and that with their faces one to- 
wards another, not to any that came up to the 
Mercy ſeat, which is no fir poſture to be wor- 


| ſhippedin, if they could be ſcenby ary glimme- 


rings in this thick Cloud of ſmoak. And it they 
could, they would be only a direion to the 
High Pricſt, as well to overlook them, as to 
give them a goby, in follov ing that intimarion 
God has giyenhim iti Exodus; Chap. 25. cdrd 

GC 2 | there 


4 
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there will I meet with thee, and I will commune with 


thee from” above. the Mercy ſeat, from between the 


tao Cherubjns, which are upon the Ari of the Tefti- 
ony. And in the Plalms he is deſcribed ſitring 
$62 the rwo Cherubins, P/abs 8.1. and 99: 1. 


(This is a plain caſe then, that che High Frieſt 
could. not bur conceive that ſpecial preſence of | 
God to be ſcated betwixrt the rwo Cherubins, 


and therefore direfting his deyotion and geſture 
according to that inſtruction, bis bowing muſt 


be towards that preſence, berwixt the two Che- 


rubins, from the Mercy ſeat upwards; as if the 
inviſible Majeſty was ſcated there as on a Throne 
or Chair of ſtate. The bowing to whom can 
no more. concern the Cherubins, than rte bow- 


| ng to a Prince on a wide Throne or C hair can 


1 


- 


concern the- imagery on the arms of the Chair a- 
dorned, ſuppoſe, with two Eagles heads or the 
like, Can any one conceic any worſhip done 
to. thele two Eagles heads, when the Parties 
bowing is direQed to the face and Perſon of the 
Prince above , and berwixt the . Eagles heads; 
though the Eagles heads itand in a fairer poſture 


to be bowed to, than the faces of the Cherubins.lt | 
1s therefore every way plain and manifeſt, that as | 


the People of the Jews did nor, ſo neither did 
their High Pricſt bow to, or in any ſenſe wor- 
ſhip the Cherubins in their bowing thitherward, 
but only him that ſat betwixt the Cherubins, 
which was the thing ro be demonſtrated. And 


{0 


that therefore there is no evaſtonleft ro elude | 
the force of the ſecond commandemenr , that 


Aw. ” — ww www co ay CE Is % 
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ſo ſtritly prohibirsthe worſhip of the rrue' God 


_ by any graven Image, -which therefore according 


ro the ſenſe of that Commandement muſt be 1- 
dolatry. | | 
XVIII. The 1dolatry forbidden in the ſecond 
Commanaement , reduced ts the propoſed 
definition of Wdolatry, 

It remains now that we reduce this kind of I- 
dolatry, (as we in order ſhall alſo do all the reſt,) 
to our general definition of Idolatry, that itmay 
appear to be ſo, even according to the plain 
Nature and Notion of the thing, namely, in thar 
by worſhipping God by an Image the peculi- 
arities of che Godhead are violated, which ſeems 
evident here upon a double ſcore, both from 
making the infinite icrepreſentable Divine Ma- 
jeſty repreſentable by an Animal-Figure, which 
debaſes and vilifies the peculiar excellency of the 
Godhead, which is ſo infinitely beyond any viſt=7 
ble form whatſoever, and therefore no Animal 
Figure can pretend to be therepreſentativethere- 
of ; as allo from 'the giving Divine worſhipto 
theſe Animal Figures, or Symbolical preſences, 
which is peculiarto God. | 

XIX. No difinition betwixt Hieroglyphical 
and repreſentative Images when Divine wor- 
ſhip is done t0 them. 

Which Divine worſhip does plainly argue 
them repreſentative Figures, not meerly Hiero- 
glyphical, whether they that worſhip chem will 
call them ſo or no. As is apparent trom the firſt 
of the Romans, where the Apoſtle plainly de- 

3  clares 
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tlares of thoſe wiſe men of the Heathen who 
knew God, yet were fo fooliſhly ſabtilandphan- 
taſtical as ro worlhip him in the Images of 
Men, Birds, four-toored Beaſts and creeping 
things, which they could not bur know, werc 


bur ar the beſt Hieroglyphicks of bim, no per- | 
ſonal repreſentatives of his Godhead, yer for- | 
aſmuch as. they worſhipped thoſe Figures, they | 
are ſaid to hawe changed the glery of the incorrupti-. 
ble Gad into the Itnages of #heft carruptible Creatures. | 
or in wagihipping ehele Images in teference to | 
God , they naturally acknoyvledg ot ſuppoſe a | 
firneſs in them to repreſent the glory of God, or | 
his Divine preſence, 'vvhich therefore muſt needs | 
be an unſpeakable vilification of his infinite glori- | 
ousMajeſty. And what pretence can therebe forany | 
Figure, or $Symbolical Preſence to bave divine wor. | 
ſhip done to it, or to be anobje@ thercot in any | 
ſenſe, if it vvere conceived to have no fitneſs to | 
repreſent the Divinity. And therefore the Plalmiſt | 
according to this natural Notion, inferres from | 
the J/raerlites vorlhipping the Golden Calf, that | 
they turned the glory of God into that Creature, | 
Pſalm. 106. 19. They made 4 Calf in Hoteb, and | 
worſhipped the Aalten Image, Thus they changed | 
their glory into the fertlitude of an Ox that eateth | 
graſs. Which anſvvers very firly ro thar of &:. | 
Paul, They changed the glory of the incorruptible God | 
into an Image made like 20 4 corruptible man, &C, | 
Rom. 1. 23. | 
' XX. That an. worſhipping theſe repreſentativt | 
 Iraages in reference to God, divine worſhip | 
P, 
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is given unto them, as ſuppoſe to the Image of 
God the Father. + 

And thar the vyorſhipping of theſe repreſen. 

rative Images in reference ro God, is the givin 
of Divine yvorſhip to them, is manifeſt out of 
Scripture, as Ads 7. und they made « Calf in 
thoſe dayes and ſacrificed to the Idol, To fay it 
vvas bur ſacr:ficiuns Relativum ot Tranſitivam, that. 
paſſed ro God, not Terminativaurm , that termina- 
tedin the Calf ir ſelf , is but School-cobvyeb- 
ſtuff. Sacrifice is a peculiar yvorſhip belonging 
to God, and by no diltin&ion or mi can any 
thing elſe partake in it, ſo as to haye it offeredro 


- it. This is evident in this kind of Divine yyor- 


ſhip, and there is the fame reaſon of them all. 
They vvorſhipped the Calf in Horeb , but in re- 
ference to Jehovah, as plainly appears out of the 
Hiſtorie, and therefore vvith Latyia relativa, or 
iranſitiva not zerminativa. But does this diſtinQi- 
on of ſo ſubtil Texture coyer their chance ? No 
certainly. If this diſtinftion vvere good, and vvould 
juſtify rheir at, vvhy does either the Pſalms, or 
St. Steven find fault ? It is apparent therefore 
that Divine vyorſhip is ſo due to God alone, 
that it is in no ſenſe due to any thing elſe , but 
thateventhe meer natural or external a& mult be 
to him only. And therefore he will notbe wor- 
ſhipped by an _— , that the Image may 
not in any ſenſe partake of his worſhip 3 which 


. yet it will in the natural exrernality thereof , if 
we do it towards the viſible Image. For 


outwardly we behave our ſelyes no otherwiſe 
| C 4 towards 
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towards the Image than towards God himlelt, 
nor make any other external Application to the 


one than rothe other. As ſuppoſe there was anImage 


of God rhe Fatherin the ſhape of an Oldman, 
and one would make his adoration to God rowards 
this Image, with that mind, with that devour look, 
with that ſolemn and ſerious motion of the ſpirits 
in the eyes, thar is beficring the profound reverence 


we owe to God, this natural, viſible, and external | 


at of worſhip paſſes plainly upon this Image, as 
well and in {uch fort-as on God himlelf, and is ſuch 
as no greater nor more lively expreſſion of his 
higheſt deyotion-can be made by any ſuppliant. To 
whom then bur to God alone can this belong? And 
therefore to make theſe expreſſions to alenſelels 
ſtock and ſtone, is the fouleſt violation of the divine 
peculiarities that can be, by communicating them 
to ſo unworthy a ſubjett, as well as by leflening,ob- 
{curing,or rather aboliſhing the infinite glorious 
Majeſty of the Godhead, by ſuppoſing him or im- 
plying him repreſcntable by a wretched Statue of 
wood, metal or ſtone, as | noted before. 

XX I. That there i the ſarmge reaſon concerning 
the Image of Chriſt, 

And now forthe Statue or Image of Chriſt, if 
it be worſhipped rowards with ſuch a religious 
look and devour caſt ofthe eyesas before, ſigni- 
ficative of the higheſt veneration that is due to God, 
or can by us be given to him, it is apparent that 


this exteriour ritual worſhip is done to this Image , 


alſo ; nor can be any more doubred, than it kiſſing 
of this Image were the Ritual performance andir 
were 


- _w— 
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werekiſſed, thatthis Image was the Obje@ of the 


kiſſing with all the exreriour devotionalneſs uſed 


therein : and thar therefore this Image thus ado- 
red, though bur relatively, partakes of divine wor- 
ſhip. By which communication the peculiarities 
of the Godhead are plainly violated, as well as 
by burning Incenſe, or otherwiſe facrificing to 
the Image ; as St. Srever complains of the /rae- 
lites ſacrificing to the golden Calf, though in 
felation to Jehovah, which cannot excuſe the I- 
dolatry. 

XX 1. That Relative Idolatry is as down-right 
Molatry as Relative Adultery and Murder 
down-rieht Murder and Adultery. 

For let any one judgein common ſenſe and rea- 
ſon,wherher a foul unfitaRion to an undue object 
can be excuſed by an intended relationto a hit one. 
Nothing can be more cnormouſly incongruous, 
than the giving divine worſhip which is Lazr/ato a 
carved ſtock or ſtone, ordinarily called 1dolum,or 1- 
mago. And the giving this Latria to this /aolumis that 


| whichismoſt properly 1do/o/arris, Burit in giving 


Latria tothis 1dblum which is ſo hugely unfic an 
objec, in relation to a fir one, all is well,and the fact 
lawful, the ſhort and the long thenis, Thar relative 
lolatry is lawful, which is as good ſenſe as to 
lay, That relative Murder, or relative Adulte- 
ry is lawful. As if to kill the next innocent 


/ man to wreak ones revenge on the nocecnt, 


that deſerved to be killed, would excuſe 
that At from down-right Murder; or to lye 


| With another Woman with an intended kinde 


IcMmem- 
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remembrance of his own in her. ablence were 
not down-right adulrery.. : Why then.is not this 
relative Idolatry down - right Idolatry, as well as 
relative murder and adultery down. right adultery 
and murder ? and why is relative murder and a- 
dultery ſtill down-right murder and adultery, but | 


ns. 4 


becauſe thar intended reference or relation rakes 
not away the Specifick turpicude of the Fad ?} 
How then can the intended relation in relariye | 
Idolatry take away the Specifick turpitude of that | 
Fa& ? fo that it remain not down-right Idolarry 
Rill. 
 X XIII. That relative ldolatry is real and 
proper Idolairy, even according to the mice 
Notion of the Schools, 

Which ir docs even in the nice Notion of the 
very Schools, the Zazriain this caſe being realh' 
not tranſitive or relative, quatens Latria, bur ter-| 
minated on the very Idol it ſelf. For quatenus 
Latria,it can paſs no further in #razh and veality 
but ends there; and in relation ro God the a 
ceaſes to be Latrie, the honouring or worſhip-| 


Ges rem tn 


ping of him, but changes its Species , and be-| 


comesan ad of contempr, reproach, and diſobe-| 
dience againſt him, and a toul diſhonouring of! 
him. Nor can the . znrentiou of the Religionilt 
alter the ſpecification of rhe At, bur thar it will 
be adilhonouring of God, though the 4 can- 
not be avoided bur it will have God for its 0b. 
jeft, bur he will be the Objc& of this A& un 
der this ſpecification namely of diſhonour : As in} 
that Phylician that intended by ſuch a Medicine] 

to 


| 
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to cure ſuch a Patient, bue does really poyſon 


him thereby , the Patient notwichftan' the 
Phyſicians intention \isno Objed of a real cure, 


bur of rhe quite contrary 'of his 


fonjogp him. 
Wherefore no real Latria paſling to Ge this 
relative Idolatry, bur-only diſhonour and teproach, 
the Lerriais in zruth (let thezntention be what it 
will,) rerminatcd in the Image or Idol, and there- 
fore is Idolarry, in the moſt proper and Scholaſtick 
ſenſe. For one and the fame Act, as it may 
bave two contrary Specifications, in reſpet ottwo 
leyeral Objects, ſo it may have two ſeveral zer- 
mixatigns in reſpe&t of the ſame. As ſuppoſe one 
Perſon loves a Roſe, another has a grearAntipathy 
againſt it, a third brings a basker of Roles into 
the room 3 this one aftis both a gratification and 
a diſpleaſure; a gratification ro him that loves 
Roles, a diſpleaſure ro him that has an Antipa- 
thy againſt them 3 the Att of gratification termi. 
nates in one of theſe Objefts, the Perſon that 
loves Roſes, the A of diſpleaſure terminares 
on the other. Juſt ſo the Ac of -Larria or Di. 
vine honour terminates on the Image or Idol, the 
Ad of diſhonour and reproach on God, who 'is 
royoked anddiſobeyed. What canbe more plain ? 
herefore the Divine honour terminating on the 
Image of Chriſt, and not paſſing to him in reality 
and *r#h, bur only in our fond inremtion, it is ma- 
niteſtthar the peculiarities of God are here vio- 
lated, and thar ic is proper Idolarry. 


XX1V. 
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- XXIV. whether the doing Divine worſhip toward; 
; the Imageof Chriſt violates the irrepreſentableneſs 
of the Godhead or no,as alſo towards the holy Ghoſts. 
Bur there is a more curious queſtion whether the 


worſhipping of the Image of Chriſt with Divine | 


worlhip does involve alſo the other violation of the 
peculiarities of the Godhead in making it thus re- 
preſentable by an Image. For Chriſt being Man as 


well as God ſeems ro make the caſe diffterent | 
Bur | 


fromrhat of the Image of God the Father. 
I anſwer the caſe is ſtill the ſame, Chriſt being 


the crernal, infinite, glorious Majeſty. of God, as | 


well as he is Man, and uncapable of Divine wor- 
ſhip bur ſo far forth as he is that infinice Majeſty. 
Wherefore he that ſets up an Image, and calls i 
the Image of Chriſt, and docs Divine worſhip to- 


wards it, does as palpably make the eternal infi- | 
nite Majeſty of the Godhead repreſcntable by a | 


carved {tock or ſtone, as he that does Divine wor- 
thip toward ſuch a caryed Image of God the Fa- 
ther. For: the Father and the Son are equal, and 
therefore the Son equally irrepreſentable as tothat 
of him which is capable of Divine worſhip, which 
this Image pretendsro repreſent, in pretending to 
be the Image of*Chriſt, and therefore violates that 
peculiarity of the infinite glorious Majeſty of God, 
that makes it irreprelentable by any bodily Figure. 
He that worſhips Chriſt, worſhips the very God- 
head, and therefore muſt not blaſpheme his Ma- 
zeſty, by making himrepreſentable by any corporeal 
Image. The Godhead indeedis hypoſtarically in- 
rempledinthe humane nature of Chriſt, bur ir is the 

eternal 


tet 


a Lhe. 


hte 


OD + lt Ya. 


| ty 7pſo fatto. 
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theeternal and infinite divinity there that we adore- 
So little ſcruple need either Jevy or Turk haye ro 
ruco Chriſtians, upon any Idolatry yve are-guilty | 
of in vyorſhiping Chriſt. 

. And vyhartI have ſaid of the Images or Statues 


| of the Father and the Son, the ſame isto be ſaid 


of the Image of the Holy Ghoſt. A Dove may be 
the Hieroglyphick of him as that deſcription of 
the Ancient of dayes in Dayxiel is an Hieroglyphick 
of God the Father. Butto do Divine worſhip to- 


| wardſuch anImage of a Dove,it is-abſolucely the 


fame Idolatry that was in {b doing tothe Image of 


| God the Father, and of Chriſt. 


X XV. That no ſymbolical preſence but only the 
holy humanity of Chriſt is rapable of divine 
or ſhip dope tonards it. | 

No ſymbolical.preſence therefore or conſiſtent 
viſible animal figure ſaving the holy humanity of 


| the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, which is Hypoſtatical- 


ly uniced with the eternal Divinity, can have di- 
vine worſhip done toyards ir, bur it is Idola- 
Ir the peculiar priviledge of the 
holy humanity of Chriſt, ro be capable of ha- 
ving divine worlhip done towards it, becauſe 
ct its Union with the Divinity, as it is the pri- 
viledge of the Body of a wiſe and vertuous 
Perſon, for the wildom and vertues ſake that re- 
lides only in, his Soul, to have that great revc- 
rence done towards it, ' by reaſon of the Soul 
with which it is Hypoſtatically united. Butthe 
Soul. once ſeparate by Death, the Body accord- 
iwgto the common ſenſe and praQtice of all men 
ceaſcs 
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ccales to have that reverence done towards it 

that it had before. So that thetic is naturally a 
jat rhiddle kind of honour , greater than a. 

ny Creature beſides has a capacity of, though 


lefs than Divine, that accrews ro Chriſts hutna. 


nity, in yerrue of his being Hypoſtarically u- 
nited with the Godhead, which the Image of 
Chriſtis not. And therefore beſides that groſs I. 


the priviledge ' of this holy humanity of Chriſt, 
rowards which living Symbolical preſence of the 


Godhead only it had been proper to do Divine | 


worſhip , when he was viſible here upon Earth; 
upon a clear declaration of this Union, Which 
was more apertly, and more ſeaſonably manifeſted 
afterwards by St. John. Bur conſidering the un- 
expreflable profound Humility of our Saviour, 
who upon ones ſaying ro him, Good Maſter, 
ſtraightway rebuked him,declaring there was none 


good bur one, which is God, cAMark 10. 17. it | 


ſeems hugely probable, that it any would have 
done expreſs Divine worſhip towards his viſible 
Humanity, as the Lycaozzans would have ſacrificed 
to Faw and Barnabas, that he would have decli-! 
ned it. Bur this only by the by. | 
XXVI. The neceſſity of the Romaniſts at: 


_ #nowledging of Larria relativa done 20 Jmu-| 


ges relatina te God. 
 Hitherto of Images relating ro God, to which 
the fecond Aicene Council, (thar excellently learn- 
edand judicious Patriarch of Con inrinople Phoriae 


being 


| 


dolatry above. ſpecified, in doing Divine worſhip 3 
rowards his Image, there is allo a. violation ot | 
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being [nterpretet) afligned Lazris relgrive, which 
Aeorirs the Jeſuite allo acknowledges to be the 
conſtant opinion of the Roman Theologers. And 
indeed it ſeems neceſſary it ſhauld be ſo, to make 
the beſt ſenſe of chat kind of Religion: for they 


- | burn incenſe to theſe —_ which is a ſacrifice. 


And they purting up their prayers before rhem, 


. andlifting up their eyes andhands rowards them, 
| -with. compellations common to the Image and 


Prototype, this is alſo the ſacrifice of prayerofte- 
redto them, as much if-nor more dire and ex- 
preſs, than the ſacrifices offered on the Altar be- 
tore the Golden Calf were to it; which yet be- 
cauſe it was done on the Altar before that ]- 
mage, St. Srevez full of the holy Ghoſt, declares, 
thar they ſacrificedunro the Ido]. 

Wheretore it being ſo evident, that in theſe 
Caſes they are to acknowledg that they give 
Latria to theſe Images, ic ſeemed the wittieſt 


and ſateſt invention to declare in general, that 
+ the Images relating ro God are to have Letra 


done to them, bur not abfoluta bur relativa, 
which, they conccive, makes it an inferiour kind 


| of Lazria, ſince this Relative Latria ( becaule of 


its Relativeneſs) is-incompetible ro God: Bur 
how well this will do their buſineſs, I have ak 
ready noted. 

But that this is the ſenſe of their Church, 
even of the Council of Trep? it ſelf, is nored 
and confeſſed by Acorize, andnarural if not ne- 
cellary for every one to acknowledg, thar is ſe+ 
uous inthe worſhip of theſe Images. For if: ie 

were 
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the Images were capable of and might be the 
ultimate Obje&t of themlſelyes , and it © rerminare 
there,how ſmall and mean, and how lovy a kind 
of Worſhip would this be ! So thatir would prove 
to be a meer fooling or trifling with Images 
to no purpoſe, the worſhip of the —_—O_ 
relating ro God not ac all advancing our ado- 


were not Larria relative, but fuch a worſbip as 


ration of him, bur rather neceſſarily caſting us 


( by reſtraining the worſhip to what the Image | 


it ſelf is the ultimate object of,..) into the faint- 
eſt and meaneſt mode of worſhipping that can 


be expreſled, if ir be bar whar ic thould be com- | 


menſurate to ſo mean an Obje&. Wheretore 


it is altogether incredible, that this ſhould be the | 


meaning of worſhipping of Images relating to 


4 


| 


: 


: 


God, or that any of che People that are taught | 
ro vvorſhip them, ſhould nor vyorſhip them vvirh | 


that heighr of affection and veneration they ule | 


to God, for as much as the Image relates to God, 
and thar they are taught according to the very 
Council of Trex, that by the Image of Chriſt 


vvhich they vvorſhip, they vvorſhip Chriſt him- | 
be- | 


ſelf. Soplainis it, that the a& of yvorſhip 
fore an Image relating to God, is an intended 
adoration of God himſelf, according the Coun- 
cil of Trent. 

Bur for the occaſional ſhuffles of any private 
DoRours of that Church, that would have the 
worſhipof incuryation, and the. ſigns of deyotion 
accompanying ir,terminated on the [mage irſelf, to 
make ſure ir may be in no» ſenſe Lsria,at oo 
: lols 


Y EPO 
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loſs will chey beto anſvver couching che butning of 
incenſe, and praying co 430d before theſe Images 
that relate ro him. Beſides tharthe ſecond com- 
mandement: does plainly meet vvith ſuch ſhuMers; 
yvhich univerſally forbids any bovving to, Or 
yvor{hipping Images relating to God, and vvill 
nor be pur oft by any evaſion. For 1 ama jealout 
God, &C. | 

- Nor vvas it unkic to give fo forcible a ſtop; 
though leſs merhodical rv a ſubrertuge' ſo unnd- 
tural and irrational: I vvilladd alſo ſo repugnant 
to the Council of Trenr,, (vvhich is the roucki- 
ſtone of their faith;) voho in theſe expreſs vyords 
declare, Per Inaginem Chriſti Chriſtum adoramus. 
And that adoration vyiich is done to Chriſt, is 

divine adoration and conl: quently Lazria, 
XXVII. The redudtion of the worſhip of 
Satuts and \Angels, to the propoſed defini« 
tion of Idolatry, and particularly their invo- 

cation and making of vowes tothem, 
We proceed now to the conſideration of the 
Images, or Symbolical preſences of 'Saints and 


| Angels, and to all the modes of their religious 
.| worlhip : of which, Invocation is the moſt princi- 
| pal, and as it were the ſcope and foundariori of 


allthe reſt. Which worſhip of theirs I ſhall al- 
ſo plainly diſcover ro be Idolatrohs, by - manifeſt 


| reduction to niy propoſed definition of Idolarry. 


Which:I will do with all brevity; thete being no 
difficulcy ar all inthe buſineſs. And 1 will begin 
with Invocation, which as | bave 29gs in my 
Antidute, can belong to no inviſible Power or 


D Spirir, 
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Spirit,ſaving to God alone. Foralmuch as. no man 
can have any ſolid faith or aſſurance that they can 


hear our Invocation,or that they have any Omni-} 


prefence, or Omnipercipience, no not ſo much| 
as Terreſtrial. Whence it-ir plain, that in invoke- | 
ingthem one of the Divine peculiaritics is viola-| 
ted or prophaned by being communicated to a! 
Creature, when of right ir is only ro be arttribu- | 
red ro God ; the Saints having np fuch Omniper. 


cipiency or Omnipreſency in them, as Doctour / 


Thorndike himlelf cannot bur conteſs, according-| 
ly as I have noted at the end of my Reply. | 

But, ro invoke them or pray to them: for ſuch! 
things - is in Gods power only to give, which! 
all Papifts do, as Dr. Thornaike plainly afſerts,| 


\ + 


nor can it be pur oft upon pretence of a figura-} ; 


tive ſpeech,( as I have proved inmy Reply, j this is! 
double Idolatry, as violating rwo Divine peculi-) 


arities at once, both the Omnipreſence or Om- 
nipercipicnce of God, and alſo his Omniporence | 


they giving that power to a Creature whici is} ; 


in God alone. But making Vo wes to any Saint 
or Angel in ſuch danyers as a Creature may have! 


power torid us from, is bur the ſame kind of 1! ; 


dolatry that ſimple Invocation, it they be both! 
mental, or both vocal. 
XXV III. The Idolatry of eretting Temple, 


Altars, Images, or Symbolical preſence] ; 


zo Saints, or Cangels, reduced to the pri-) 

poſed difinition.. 

And novy for the ereting Temples, Alcars, 
Images or Symbolical preſences ro Saints of 
Angels, 
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Angels, all which is manifeſtly done ia reference 
ro their invocation, it is thence plain, that all 
this is done to an [dolatrous end, and therefore 
| upon this very conſideration has the ſmut of I- 
/Oke«| dolatry upon ir. Bur beſides, more diſtinQly. 
iola-| God having appropriated theſe modes of being 
© 2) worſhipped to himſelf, and his judgement being 
ribu-| ſo infallible, vvhar befits him and is moſtproper 
IPct-! jr him, when he will be yyorſhipped in a niore 
ctour ' external apd ritn vvay» it is evident preſurnpti- 
dingy on and prophanation of the peculiarities of his 
Godhcad, as to external hg ap communi- 
cate them ro the Creature, as I haye proved in 
my Antidote. And laſtly, the very natureof the 
thing demonſtrates the Idolatry, they being ſtand- 
>. *"4 ing ſignificarions of rhe natural peculiarities of 
BISIS! God communicatedto a Creature, For a Tem- 
zculi-| ple and Symbolical preſence is ficly and ſecure- 
On} ly ereted ro God, becauſe we are ſure of Gods 
ence, relidence and preſence there,as va intimates the 
c Þ} inhabirarion ot the Divinity in ir. Let there be 
Sainth 1; many Symbolical Preſgnces and Temples 
have} 2; you will, and ar what diſtance you will, God 
of [-! is certainly at home in them all,as being Omni- 
bott! preſent. Bur fora finite inviſible Power or Spirit, 

; though there were bur one cretedthereto,rhere 
MPI) i; no aflurance of that Spirits reſidence rhere,. or 
ſens! if the effet of any Spirit be: there, that it isnor 
* PI”) ſome other Spirir than he ro whom the Temple 
| or Symbolical preſence was eretted,thar ir is not 
Irars one Angel or Saint for another, nay, a Divel in- 
ts Of} ſtead of thar Saint or Angel. Bur thoſe Temples 
gels, D x and 
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and Sy mbolical preſences being erected in-ſeve. 
ral diſtant places, it emplyes they are in ſeveral 
diſtant places at once, which is the only peculi- 
arity of the Godhead; as | have nored in my Re- 
ply. Which incoagruities are allo to be obſerved 
in cither one {ingle Altar, or many in diſtant 

laces of the World, to the ſame Saint or Angel. 
And beſides it has that odious relation to a facri- 
fice, and imports that the Saints and Anyels are| 
alſo ſacrificed to, which is 


plain and confeſled [do.| 
latry. cx 
X XIX. C49 Evaſion obwited. | 


Nor is it any excuſe, that the Temple and] 
Alcar is pretended to be creed and dedieated 
ro God only inaprincipal ſenſe, but to the Saint 
in. a /ecundarie reipet, as /:/s principal, For be-| 
ſides that God is jealous and impaticnt of any 
Partner, in the honours that are cue to himſell, 
( though they were only ripwnor vcr: ) their in-| 
tention cannot change the natural {ignification of | 
building Temples and Alrtars to a finite Creature. 
Which as I have already noted, implyes its Om- 
nipreſence which is proper and peculiar only to 
God ; And therefore this communicating a pecu-| 
liariry of the Godhead to a Creature is Idolatry | 
according to the plain definition thereof, let us| 
intend what we will. | 

XXX. The Idolatry of boxing to the Images \ 

of Saints and Angels wherein it conſtits. 

Asfor their ſuperſtitious worſhip done towards | 
the bare Symbolical preſcnces , or open Images ' 
of Sainr or Angel, ſuppoſing it the yery ſame ma | 
WOU. 
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would do ro the Saint or Angel themſelves if 


they were viſible, rhat this implyes them repre- 
ſentable is no Idolatry. For the making them 
repreſentableby an Image, does nor at all violare 
the peculiarities of the Godhead. Burt rhe 1do- 
Jatry is in that the Ac naturally ſuppoſes them cer- 
tainly preſent, for it is not ſenſe to bow ro an 
abſent Perſon; and theſe Symbolical. preſences 
being many, and at far diſtant places ar once, 
that the Saint or Angel is in more places than 
oneat once,and inſuchſort ommipreſent as none 
can be acknowledged bur God alone, and fo thar 
Divine peculiarity is violated by this bowing to the 
Symbolical Preſencesor Images of Saint or Angel. 
XXXI. The hazard of the wulgars dving 
that Devotion nhich is due to God ia their 
worſhipping the Images of Saints and Angels. 
- And though tnere be no neceſſary connexion 
betwixt the things, yet there is an exccedin 
great hazard in the vulgar ſort eſpecially, when 
they bow to theſe Images of Saint or Angel, or 
pray to them before rhe ſaid Images, there is an 
hazard of running into the higheſt Devotion, 
and reyerential affeftion and paſſion, thar hu- 
mane nature is excitable into or can expreſs by 


| his lookor mind, and profoundly devcur morion 


of the ſpirits of his eyes, which paſſion and fig- 
nification thereof is due to God alone, and it is 
the moſt ſordid Idolatry imaginable to apply ir 
to'either Saint or Angel, much more to the ve- 
ty Images of them made of wood or ſtone, r10ugh 
never ſo well painted or gilt. Ir is manifeſt ] 
ay, that by ſuch a worſhip a ſpecial peculiarity 
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of the Godhead is violated, who alone is to be 
worſhipped with that kind of Devotion. Which 
yet I haye ſeen ſimple folk ro expreſs to the [. 
| mage of a Saint, as fully as I could eyer diſcern 
ro be done by the devouteſt man in his pray- 
ers to God. So that this note is not made at 
random, without juſt occaſion and ground. Andit! 
chis be done ro the Image of a Saint,you may be lure: 
ir will not fail ro be done ro Images that relate 
eo | God. Bur hat is beſides our preſent Scope. 
AX X11. Theredudtion of burningof m—_ 
and fetting up lights before them. 

As for t:e burning of Incenſe and ſetting up} 
lights beforethe Symbolical preſcnces of Saints! 
and Angels, - it being lo plainly an imitation of; 
the burning incenſe, and lighting up lamps wal 
fore the Symbolica] preſence of Jehovah in the? 
Holy, it is plainly a violation of his peculiarities, 
ſo judged by his own election and choice. And as! 
for the incenſe, it js a {acrifice,and the molt noble! 
and ſignificant facrifice,asI have notedin my Reph." 
And they may as well depreſs the ſacrificing of 
ſheep and oxen into a lower ceremonie, as chis of! 
incenſe, For by the uſe and conſent of Nations,! 
the one is no more reſtrained ro the ſupream God! 
than the other. And the lamps and lhew. pred 
ſeem to indicate Jehovah to be the Father of: 
lights, from whom proceeds every good and) x | 


\ nnatim ao — oo _— 


fe gifr, and who feeds with bounty every, li 
ving thing. And the lights ſer up before the ] 

ges of Saints and Angelsdo ar leaſt intimare, that | 
light and comtorr 15 to be expected from ſuppliants| 
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chat make their addreſſes ro rhem at thefe Sym- 
bolical preſences,as if they were there preſent to 
aſſiſt them thatinvoke them, & implore theirhelp. 
Which LI have againand again inculcared to be an 
implying and artributing an Omnipreſency or 
Omnipercipiency to theſe finite created ſpirits, 
and conſequently a violation of the Peculiati:ies 
of the Godhead, Thus eafily are the yarious 
atts of Idolatry obſerved in the Church of Rome, 
in their worſhipping Saints and Angels, reduci- 
ble to the plain definition and true general No- 
tionof Idolatry which we have propoſed As 
for thoſe high compellations, ro the bleſſed Vir- 
gin eſpecially, ſuch as plainly ſignify the peculiar 
excellencics of tte Godhead, they are ſo openly 
1dolatrous that they want no reduction. 
XXXILI. Tharrhe pretended intricacies inthe 
myſtery of the holy Trinity, cannot with any 
reaſon at all be alledged againſt the clear de- 
monſtrations that the detirine if Tranſubſtanti- 
ation 4 falſe. 

As neither their Artelatria does ro them that 
are free and believe that which is moſt certainly 
true, that the bread is not tranſ{ubſtatiated, as I 
have again and again undeniably demonſtrated ir 
notto be in my CAatidote againſt Idolatry, and in 
my Reply. The clearneſs of which demoriſtrati- 
ons, the pretended intricacies in the myſtery of the 
holy Trinity cannot obſcure; there being ſo vaſt 
a difference both berwixt the Obje&ts rhcm- 
ſelves; and the faculties in this caſe,and thart. . For 
in Tranſu bſtantjation the Obje& is Marter.or 
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body, a ſubſtance finite and comprehenſible bork 
by our ſenſes and reaſon. In the myſtery of the 
Trinity, the objetis the infinite incomptehenſi- 
ble Deity, a ſubſtance incorporeal, or ſpirir, w hich 
is quite our of the reach of our ſenſes in the 
loweſt notion thereof; butthe rranſcendency of the 


Triune Godhcad above our reaſon alſo, though not | 


contrary unto it. And then our faculties conver- 
{ant about Tranſubſtantiation, arg all the five 
ſenſcs rightly circumſtanriazed , the. organ, di- 
ſtance and medium duly ficred and proportionared, 
and therctore the ſenſes neceſſarily capable of 
diſcerning what the objet is, whether this body 
or that, ſuppoſe whether the body of a man, or 
a picce of bread. - And bcſides this, nor only the 


extcriour reaſon, but that which the Greeks call | 
ys (which contains the firſt and ſelf-evident cem: | 


mon Notions or Axiomes, that are withour fyllo- 
giſm nocmartically true,) layes faſt hold en the ob- 
_ jean this controverſy. TIranſubſtantiation being 
ealily reſolvible into a flat and manifeſt contra- 
diction to theſe, as .I have abundantly ſhown in 
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my Antidote and Reply. But there is no contra- | 
diction at all, to cither ſenſation or common no- | 
tion in the myſtery of the Trinity, only exteriour | 
reaſon and imagination raiſe fore miſts and ob. | 
{curitics abour ir. Which well exerciſed minds | 
in contemplation can eaſily diſcern, and diſpute | 


ſrom this venerable myſtery, ſo far forth asir is ex- 
hibited ro us in the ancient ſymbols of the Catho-| 
lick Chucch. Whercfore of rwo deſperate cafesit} 


ſis the more hopeful, thatthe bread being nor tran; 
ubſtantiared, and yet they taking it ro be 1o,the 


V8) 
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may ſcape being Idolaters, than thar-it is tranfub- 


ftantiared to ſave them from 1dolatry. 

XXXIV. That the believing the bread not to 
be there,does not all clear the Romaniſts from 
down-right Bread-worſvip which is Idolatry. 

And I muſt confeſs I was once inclinable to this 
opinion my ſelf, rhar in this caſe they arenot I- 
dolaters ( ſee my 1dea of Antichriitianiſme, Book r. 
Chap. 13. ſect. 6.) before I had more cloſely and 
carctully conſidered the point. And the Church of 
Rome does not want at this day witty Patrons, and 
of admirable art and eloquence, to perſwadethe 
heedleſs into this ſecuriry, Thar though the bread 
ſhould nor prove tranſubſtantiared, yer they cannor 
bebread-worlhippers, while they believe ir is ; for 
if they believe iris tranſubſtanriated, they believe 
irnot to be there, namely within the Symbe/s or 
Spectes, and thence they pretend it is demonſtra- 
tively evidencthar rhey cannot worſhip it, bur only 
Chriſt, into whoſe ſubſtance ir is believed to be 
tranſubſtantiared. For wharever is taken, ſay 
they, foran obje& of worſhip, the underſtanding 
muſt affirm, ( either truly or falſly, ) rhar ir is 
there whither the worſhip is direQted. Which 
arguing bears a {marr plauſibilicy with ir. Bur I an- 
(wer, That what is made an objet of worſhip 
through miſtake, there is no needthe underſtand- 
ing affirm itisrthere, bur rather the contrary. For 
itdoes not thinktheundue obje& is there bur the 
due one. T hoſe that worſhipped the Sun,thar is,that 
which we call the Sun,and underſtand thereby a 
flammcous body deyoidot ſenſe and underſtanding, 
that 
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that appears alike ro the fight of the Sun-wor- 
ſhippers, and to ours, (as the ſpecies ”= the 
fame to thoſe thar believe the. bread tranſub- 
Gantiated, and to them thacr believe it nor,) be it 
called what it will, they did nor believe chat | 
which we know to be the Sun, to be there, bur |! 


an intellectual Deity, which the Sun is not ; and | | 


yet weall acknowledg them for all that to have | 
been Sun-worſhippers and Idolaters. Where- 
fore uſing juſ# weights and meaſures, we muſt 
conclude the Romaniſts Bread-worthippers and 
Idolaters, the bread nor being rranſubſtantiated, | 
ſince their worſhip then lights upon bread in- 
ſtead of Chriſt, as the Sun-worſhippers upon the | 
Sun inſtead of an intelligent Deity. He that | 
ſtrikes his Friend in the dusk of the Eveniog, | 
thinking 1t is his Enemy, thinks his friend 1s not | 
there, who notwithſtanding finds himſelt the | 
Object of his ſtroak, and withes he had nor been | 
there. Ihis !dolJatryI muſt confeſs is commit- | 
red through miſtake, bur ſo is all Idolatry that | 
is commured in good earneſt, (o that this car: | 
not. excuſe the fadt from ſo grievous a crime: | 
And that it is Idolatry is evident, Divine worthip | 
being given to a piece of bread, which is ape- 
culiarity of the Godhead, and muſt be given to | 
none but him. And the violation of any Divine | 
peculiarity is Idolatry by the propoſed definition | 
thereof. | 
X X X V. The application of the Reather Ids | 
latry to this definition, beſides his preſent ſcope. | 
By yertu© of which we demonſtratively have | 
ſhown 
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ſhown the ſundry Idolatrics of the Church. of 
Rome, in their worſhipping the Image of Chriſt, in 
cheir worſhipping and invocating Saints and 
Angels , and in their adoration of the Eu- 
chariſt. And invertue of the ſame Definition, 
the Idolarries of the Heathen might be as clear- 


| ly demonſtratedin their worſhipping the ſupream 


God by Images, and in their religious worſhip 
they did to Dzmons, which this definition would 
prove to be Divine. Bur this would be quire 
belides my preſent purpoſe, and neither uſeful 
nor ſutable to the ſubjet in hand. 
XXXVI. Thegreat difference bet vixt religions 
reſpect and preference , and Divine worſhip. 
It remains now only thar we free ſeveral Ce- 
remonies uſed in our own Church from the im- 
putation of Idolatry, by application to this defi- 
nition, as Well as we have evinced ſcyeral of 
theirs ro be Jdolatrous by the ſame. Which 
will be a noleſs uſeful, and it may be a more 
pleaſant conſideration tro our own, to ſee how 
lirle hold the adverſe party can take of theſe ſmaſ! 
ſtrings to pull us back again into Popery. For it 
the definition of Idolatry be unapplicable ro them, 
it is manifeſt they cannot be Idolatrous. And 
the inapplicabilicy is ſo eaſily diſcoyerable, that 
there will be no need to infiſt long on this mar- 
ter. In the general then we are to note what a 
vaſt difference there is betwixt religious worſhip 
properly fo called, which is the ſame with Di- 
vine worſhip, and pious or religious affeQion and 
relpe&, or pretercnce of one thing before another, 
Fa: | for 
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for its relation it has to the objects, or exerciſe | 


of ourReligion, or Divine worſhip. It is bur an 
homely Proverb, Love me and love wy dog, but it 
may be of no impertinenr ſignificancy in this place. | 
For it is not underſtood of the love of friend(hip, | 
butof ſuch aloveas that inferiour Creature is ca- 
able of, and is firto give him in relation to his | 
Maſter,! ro whom weowethe love of friendſhip.” 
So they thathave a real Divine reverence for Gad, 
itis no wonder they find an inclination in them. 
ſelves of bearing ſome reverence, or having ſome | 
reſpet to thoſe things or. perſons, that in a ſpecial | 
manner relate ro him. Whether it be Prieſt or Tem- 
ple, or any holy utenſil or the like. Which reve- | 


rence is quite different from that Divine worthip | 


orreverence that 1s due to God himſelf, (more | 
difterent than the love to ones Friend, and to his 
Spaniel,) and therefore can be no-peculiarity of | 
the Godnead, and eonſequently no violation of his | 
peculiarities to give it to another, W hich is the 
true Notion of Idolatry. | 
X XX VII. The keeping our hats off in the | 
Church,freed from Hdolatry by this Defenition. | 
We will illuſtrate this with ſome few exathples, | 
and ſo conclude. They that kcep off their hats 
in the Church, and do it even then when Divine | 
Service is not a doing there, are not by any means | 
conceivedto do thar Divine reverence or worſhip 
which is peculiarly duc ro God, untothe fabrick 
they areunder, but becaule this place is ſer apart 
for holy uſcs, and is of adifterent nature from or- 
dinary places that haveno ſuch relation to God and 
his Divine worſhip, out of an habitualdeep wh 
nels 


ht. me" 


ho 26 


Antidote apainſl [dolatry. 45 


| neſs roward God they alſo exprels this more infe- 


riour affetion and teyerence to the place of his 
worſhip, by way of diſtin&ion and preterence of ir 
before other common places,be they never ſo mag- 
nificently buile. Which is not to giveit a revercncea- 
ny thing equal or of the ſame kind withthar we give 
ro God, bur only a greater and another ſore of reye- 
rence than we would give to any placethat is not re- 
lated ro him. And this is no more [dolatry than Moſes 
his putting off his ſhooes, becauſe the ground was 
hallowed by the ſpecial preſence of God there. And 
therefore it was not unfitto ſhow ſome reyerence 
thereto in thoſe circumſtances, and not to prophane 
it and ſoyl it by his dirty ſhooes. Nay , indeed ne- 
ceſſary, having that expreſs command of God for it. 
Or if one ſhould do (o othimſelf in ſuch a meaning 
of reverence as I have intimated , though ir 
might be ſ{uperſtirious under Chriſtianity , yer ir 
could not be Idolatrous, no peculiarities of the 
Godhead being violared thereby. 
XXXVII1I. 4s al/o kiſſing the Bible in the 
adminiſtration of Oathes. 

Kifling rhe Bible allo in the adminiſtration of 
Oathes, which is in uſe amongſt us, (and might ac- 
cording to the proper Notation of the Latine 
word, be called Adoration, that word ſignifying 
properly either the a motioen"of our mouth ro 
the thing kifled, or the admorion of our own 
hand to our mouth, and fo by kiſſing it ſignifying 
chiefly our kindneſs and affeRtion , buc withal 
our reſpect ro the Perſon or thing we. in this 
manner ſalute, this Ceremony here is only an ex- 
preſſion of our loye and value we have cyen forthe 
| material 
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waterial word of God , as I may fo ſpeak, by 
reading whereof we find ſuch Divine comforts 
and refreſhments, and which gives us to know 
the will of God, and that ſalvation which is 
through Jeſus Chriſt revealed in this book. And 
if a man after the ſerious reading of -a Chapter 
therein, his heart being full of joy and holy con. 
ſolation, ſhould at the cloſe of all kiſs the Bible 
as he layes it down, out of a pious affetion unto 
the very inſtrument of communicating ſuch grace 
and comfort unto him, what more Idolatry were 


there in this, rhan in ſuch an ones hugging his | 


Bible in -the Pulpit before the People, ro fiznify 
how dear it was to himſclf, and ſhould be to 
them all ? 
XXXIX, That bowing toaards the Aitar or 
* Communton-table dses not fall within the verge 
of the true Notion or Definition of Idolatry, 
And as for bowing rowards the Alrar, they 
that ſo do, queſtionleſs intend by that ation, a- 
doration to God properly, or inthe higheſt ſenle, 
ſo called,ſo thar it is one (pecies of Latria. Which 
can be no Idolatry in ir ſelf, ro be direQed ro- 
wards a place, fith it cannot be done ar all, but 
it will be dire&ed toward ſome place or other. 
And if the Church for uniformiry fake appoint 
one place rather than another, ſo long as it is 
but rowards ir only, it can be no [dolatry. For 
it 15 no more Idolatry co worſhip God towards 3 
place, than ina place : for both theſe are bur 
Circumſtances, not Objets of Divine worſhip. 
Bur now it being concluded fitting to ule adoration 
| when 
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when we ficſt come intoGods houfe,as alfo for artt- 
fortnity ſake rowards one Certain place or p 

thercof,and all the place being in ſome ſort holy, 
bur yet a preference of one part before another, 


| becauſe of the more than ordinary deyotion ufed 
| there in celebrating the moſt — Myſteries 


of our Religion, the death and paſſion of our 
bleſſed Saviour, and our union with him by par- 
ticipation of his Fleſh and Blood , that place 
where the ſymbols of this exhibited , and 
theſe great and endearing eries celebrated, 
it is no wonder if it have the preference in our 
Religious affetion and refſpet before all the 
places inthe Church, ro be as ic were the di- 
rett ve inſtrument roward what part of the Church 
we ſhould do our adourations, namely thar the 
Altar or Communion Table ſhould be this in- 


| ſtrument of direQion., and thar this ſhould be 


the peculiar Honour doneto it,to be fo. In which 
lenle it is bowed towards, as the Mercy ſeat of old 
We by the Jews, and rhe Book of their Law 
under a Canopee in their Synagogues now &, 
wichour the leaft ſhew or ſuſpicion of Idolatry. 
For Divine worſhip is not ar all done to that, 
in any of thoſe caſes, towards which it is di- 


| rected, bur only ro God himſelf ; There being 


no Animal Figures expoſed ro receive the wor- 
ſhipas inthe caſe of the Heathen, andthe Eucha- 
riſtick bread being in no ſenſe ar all a Symbo- 
lical-prefence as well as having no Imagety or 
it, bur both Bread and Wine mere Tokens of 
the Body of Chriſt ſlaine, crucified or — 
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and of his blood ſhed for us. Which thereſore 
are nor the Perſon of Chriſt, nor Hypoſtarically 
united to bis Perſon m this condition, and conſe. 
quently the ſymbols thereot cannot be any ſym. 
bolical preſence, as I haveallo noted in my Re- 
ply. The Altar therefore has the honour of be. 
ing a directive inſtrument » hzther, as the Church 
has where to do divine worſhip. But the wor- 
ſhip is no more done 70 the Altar, by bein 

done towards it, 
by being done Fir. Foralmuch as there is 
no Animal Figure thereon, as the Ancient 
Pagans- conceived their Gods ro appear in ſe- 
veral ſuch ſhapes, and therefore worthipped them 
in them. Forthis wouldbe a perlonal repreſenta- 


tive, and ſo receptiveot the worſhip done towards | 
it, accordivgto rhe manifeſt ſenſe ot Scripture, | 
and natural interpretation of reaſon, burhere being 


no ſuch Statue or Image there erected all is fafe. 

Wherefore all the honour the Altar receives 
in theſe adorations made towards ir is this, that 
it is uſed as a direive inſtrument for people to 
ſhow which way they are to ſer their faces, 
when they make theſe adorations ro God, whith 
is far from giving any Divine worſhip to the 


Table or Altar, and therefore is far our of the | 


reach of our dcfinition of Idolatry. 
LX. Nor bowing to the name of Teſus. 
And ſo whereas all the names and attributes 
of God are holy, and we have a greater reve- 


"1 it.is done zs the Church 


rence for them, than for any words or names 


owe 


that do not relate ro God, (though we do not}. 
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»we Divine worſhip or reverence- ro them, fot 

as much as they .are nor God, bur words: that 

pals away as other ſounds do,) whereas 1 ſay, all 

the names of God are holy, yet becauſe the 

name Jeſus exhibirs ro us the manifeſtation of 
God in the moſt endearing circumſtances ; there- 

fore as the Myſteries celebrated on- the Altar 

cauſed thatpreference of it before all other parts 

of the Church for ro da our worſhip #4wards, fo. 
this name of Jeſus above all other Names or 
words , that ſignify God or his attributes, may 
well be made uſe of to derermine the time and 
occalion when in Divine ſervice we ſhould more 

exuberantly -yent our devotion in the worſhip- 
ping God our Saviour, ' eſpecially the 'Scripture 
leeming to hint ſome ſych thing ro us. And 
this is the honour done 'ro the Name. of Jeſus, 
that at the. naming thexcof we rake occalion 
to do profound reverence and Divine worſhip ro 
our erernal Redeemer. Whence ir is plain, that that 
honour that accrews to the Name of Jeſus, or ro the 
Altar,by bowing at the naming of the one, and r0- 
tards the fite of the other, is far from any Di- 
vine honour , and that therefore the--peculiariries 
of the Godhead are not thereby violated, nor a- 
ty Idolatry commirred. | 


XL I. Nothing that has tie lerff ſhew of 
Tdolatry required of our Church, in celc- 
brating the Loras Supper. | 

And now Jaftly, as for the Euchariſt or holy 
Symbols of Bread and Wine,that we kneel nor to 
E chem 
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them I have; ſufficiently intimated in my Reph, 
bur arc jn-thart poſture as-being in devour cjacu 
lations to ; God, our hearts bcking toward; 
him in the. receiving this holy ſacrament, and 
this is all the due reverence 1. ſee requi 
red by . the Rubrick gf our Church , or x 
ny direfion thereof, for the celebrating thek 
|boly myſteries. And if any particular DoQour 


ns offome Of the Church talk. of - worſhipping the Sacrz. 
ment, if it be ſuch afteion and reverence as ij] 


expreſſed. ro, the word of God, thar this is with 
our any violation of the Divine peculiarities, | 


have above noted, and that therefore ir can be} 


no Idolatry ; and if they ſpeak of adoxationpro- 
perly ſo called, I charitably ſuſpe&t they meant 


adoration done 79wards the Symbols as I hay} 
above 'explained the doing of it zozarasthe Altar) 
that is, as uſing them as drrective In{ruments to-| 


wards which we doe our adoration to Chriſt, 
þut not to.them as any Objects thereof. Which 
I ſhould think would- be hard for any man to 
imagine, that is conſcious ro himſelt, what a 
morion the Soul is in, when ir does an att of 
real and ſincere adoration, or Divine worſhip, 
and conſiders whar ir is to be in any ſenſe the 
Obje& thereof. He would find it ſuch horrid 
ill Syntax, to make any thing in any ſenle the 


object of adoration belides God, that he would} 
be utrerly aſhamed of it, and find ir more ab- 


{onous and incongruous, more impertinent and 
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troubleſome,than if one when he were to worſhip 
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the viſible Sun; ſhould interpoſe a+ burning 
ſh-candle berwixt his' eye! arid the ' Sun, and 
rye himſelf ro worſhip that alſo; as an object in 


reference to the Sun, 'while he pretends ulri- 


} mately ar'the fame rime to' worlhip” the Sun it 


ſelf, it' is plain ir would be a diſtraQion and im- 
pediment ro him; 


XLII. The veaſori of ſome mens projie- 
neſs to adoration of out yard objects. 


_ Which makes it ſuſpicable that thoſe that are (o 
forward to have adoration done to outward objeRs, 


| arenoteager enough to joyn their hearts and minds 


with that eternal invifible power , which is beſt 


 felr in the leaſt diſtration of thoughts, bur 


'; would ſtick in theſe outward things, and fo lay 


Religion at laſt as flat as the Earth, and fuffer 
the Souls of mien to grow ſtupid in carnality. 
Wherefore I preſume betrer of any particular 
Docours of our Church, than that they have a- 
ny ſuch meaning as to afſert the lawfulneſs of a- 
| doration or Divine worſhip co the Eucha- 


| riſtick Symbols, which is an undue objett of that 


| worſhip, that it may paſs ro adue one, that is 
to Chriſt, for this I have plainly proved aboye 


vould 
e ab- 


t and} 


orſhip 
(he 


hs be Idolatry. 


XL111: The ſenſe of the Church not ta 
be. interpreted by the raſh expreſſions of any 
. privateDattour, | 
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Bar if any of our Church ſhould ſpeak fo in- 
conliderately, what is that to the Church her. 


ſelf, that contains herſelf tar within this com- 


paſs ? _ And they that are of the Church, ar: 
not tyed to any particular mens opinions, but to 
the general profeſſion and practice of rhe Church, 
Which by theſe inſtances, that yer are thoſe tha 


are moſt ſ{crupled at, you may ſce how clea} 
ſhe is from the leaſt ſpot or ſoil of 1dolarry,}| 


according to the true Notion and Definition 
thereof, ſhe uling no rites of worſhip where: 
by the Peculiarities of the Godhead are violz 
ted. 


XLIV. The great Peril in leaving a mutt 


pure Charch for an Idolatrous one. 


And 'therefore I hope thele brief pains dl} 


mine, in ſo freely and faithfully cxamining the 
tires of the Roman Church and of our own, by 
this fo intelligible a Rule, will prove as well ac 
ccptable as ſeaſonable to all that have any feriow 
care of their falyation, and they will rake hee! 
in chis flippery Age, how they leave a pur 


Church for a Church lo plainly ſoiled with ma} 


nifold ſpots ef Idolacry , bur thoſe in thar foiled 
C hurch provide better for themſelves, by & 
tring Communion with that Church that 6 
more pure. . And in the mean time ] hope the 
v.ill excule my more than ordinary zeal in. a mat 
'cr of ſo exceeding great moment, and which 6 
zxcarly concerns our eternal happineſs, it bein 


)- 
| 


ec 


© in- 
her- 
Com- 
; Are 
Ut to 
urch.| 
e that 


cleat 
larry, | 
211t10n | 
here) 


viola 


8 mort; 


ns 0 
Ty the 
n, by 
ell ac 
erious 

heed 


| pur: 
Þh mas 


hd 


SOEIS="Y "2" 2 adth. 4 


{oiled 
by & 
hat | 
e the! 
a mat 


ich { 


- bein! 
l 


Antidote againſt Idolatry. 53 
ſo expreſly declared in Scripture, that no Idola- 
ter ſhall inhetit cho Kingdom of Heaven, | 


X L V: Of Spitithal Idolatry, ſeveral in- 
ftances thereof, as Covetonſneſs, which the 
Apoſtle calls Idolatry. 


Which as it is tindeniably true, and confeſſed 
on all ſides, concerning this external 7irul I- 
dolatry, fo certainly is it no leſs true of the 2»- 
ternal or ſpiritual, it we do nor {ſincerely endea- 
your to rid our ſelyes of it. For there are other 
forts of Idolartry, than we have hitherto inſiſted - 
on, and ſuch as we ate as catefully to ſhun, as 
we tender our own falyation. Saint Paul expreſly 
names one of this kind,and calls it by the very 
name, CAMortifie therefore your Members which 
are upon Earth, Fornication, Uncleanneſs, Inordinate 
affection, evil Concupiſcente, and Covetonſneſs which 
is Idolatry, Colof. 3. 5 The word is $1a4ppu- 
pie, the hve of money, which I ſuppoſe the A- 
poſtle doth nor count Idolatry, for the Imagery 
that ofdinatily is upon Coins, but for the truſt 
and repoſe they pur in uncertain Riches. And 
there 15 the ſatne reaſon in any worldly intereſt 
whatſoever, in power, friends, and what ever 
elle. Thoſe that truſt in theſe more than in 
the living God, do plainly commir Spiritual [d0- 
latry. Truſt ' ye in the Lord for ever, for in the 
Lord Jehovah is everlaiting ftreneth, Ia. 26. 4. 
The Lord is my Rock and my fortreſs, my God , 
* flreigth in whom 1 will truſt, Plalm 18. 2. 

| of "S} _ 
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Yea, though he kill me, yes will 1 truſt him, ſaich 
Job, Job 1z. 159. And ſo. muſt we do, whome- 
ycr ke ſhould permit to kill us ,or any wayesper- 
ſecute us, being aſſured that — can come 
amiſs to them thar are his, and pur their ruſt in 
him. Burt if when viſible comforts fail , our 
eruſt fails in the inviſible God, ir is a ſign we 
made the'Creature the Rock of 'our confidence, 
and gave that to it, which is a peculiarity ofthe 
Godhead, which is plainly Idolatry. 


XLVI. The harbouringe 4a falſe Idea of 


| God, horrid and affrightful, another kind of 
Spiritual Idolatry. 


As is allo to raiſe a falſe Idea of God, more 
horrid and. aftrightful than the moſt terrible 1- 
dols' of the Heathen, and to flatter this, and our 
ſelves as ſpecial fayourites of it, becauſe we be- 
lieve it to be (uch as. we have falſly imagined it, 
ot adamantine leyeriry or rather cruelty co in- 
finitely the greateſt part of mankind inevitably 
to be damned ro eyerlaſting incftable rorments, 
and our {clves fatally and neceſſarily ro be made 
happy out of a partial tvadneſs- ro our Perſons, 
before the reſt of the world, live as we liſt, 
meerly becauſe he will have it ſo: and that this 
{hall be. the bottom of our faith and truſt ; this 
certainly would be fpiritual Idolatry allo, 
and an egregious violating that pretious Divine 
c\ttribute, it not the yery Nature of God, whom 
Saint 
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Saint John: has: declired:ro be love, God ic love, 


and be that abideth in love, abideth in God, and God 


XLVII. That theſe Chriſtians that per. 
ſeente and kill one another for conſcientious 
difference in Religion, turn the God of the 
Chriſtians into a foul Heathen Idol. 


In the law of 2wſes ir is forbidden to. offer 
ſtrange Incenſe or ſtrange fire, and it is as ſtritly 


forbidden in the Goſpel of Chriſt. For when 


his Diſciples would have had him ferch fire 
down from Heaven, as Elas did, for an affront 
done to their 'Lord and Maſter, he rebuked them 


| laying, You knew not of what ſpirit your are, Luk. 


9. 54 Bitter and deſtructive - zeal ( the A- 
poſtle calls ir TyAov Tixpoy) is the ſtrange fire of 
Incenſe nor to be offered to the Lord under the 
Goſpel. For nothing is more eſtranged from 
the Spirit of the Goſpel.than ir. John16. 2. The 
time comes,laith our Saviour, nhew any one that 
kills you will think, be does Teo Pepiev Aarpuiay ec 
that he does God an acceptable picce of Divine 
worſhip or ſervice, as it he offered an Oblation 
or Sacrifice ro him. And this: is indeed thae 


ſtrange Incenſe, fire and facrifice "that all Reli- 


gioniſts offer co God.. (be they of what perſwa- 
lion they will, Pontifician orProteſtant) thar per- 
lecure and kill the one the other for conſci- 
entious difference in Religion, as if they were 
the weaponsof Chriſts wartare. Who yet has (o 
cxprelly 
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are my Diſciples if you loye one another. By 
in perſecuring, killing, and facrificing one an. 
ther thus in a barbarous zeal, thinking they 
AaTptias rpooipur big, make an oblation of Di. 
vine worſhip ro God thereby; they turn. the [i 
ving God of the Chriſtians, which is Loyei: 
ſelf, into the fouleſt Idols of the Heathen, who 
uſed ro be worſhipped with the bloody facrifi 
cing of men 3 and therefore plainly commit {pi- 
tirual Idolatry , violating and defacing the pe. 
culiar character of the God of the Chriſtians 
while they thus pretend ro worſhip Him. 


X LVIIE The liying out all the firength 
of our Bodies and Souls, for the [atisfattion 


of our own will, another inflance of this | 


Idolatry. 


Saint Paw exhorts the Romans, (hap. 12. to 


preſent rheir bodies a living facritice, holy, ac- 
ceptable unto God, which he calls 759 Xoyun 
\erpticty nucav, or reaſonable Latria, viz. that 
Divine worſhip which is moſt fir and reaſonable 
ro give to God, namely, that we dedicate and 
devote all the powers and faculties . of our ſouls 
and bodies, (for in that it is called foois lame 4 
living ſacrifice, the ſoul is manifeſtly implyed) 
unto his ſervice. This is our reaſonable and 


expreſly Gaid, By this ſhall all men know chatyoy 


In 


wn. att 


futing Lazria we owe to God; and therefore if 
we imploy all the powers of out mind and 
firengrth of our body, to ſerve onr felves; and 
one 


OE 
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wl our own carnal and worldly dcfires; it is evi- 


dent we make an Idol of our ſelves, and give 
that worſhip to our ſelyes, that is reaſonable to 
give t0 God only. 


XLI X. The letting ont the fulneſs and 


entireneſs of our affettion to any Crearwe, 
another. inſtance thereof. 


And whenas it is written, Thos ſhalt love the Lord 
thy God 9th all thy heart and all thy $ owl, thatisto fay, 
the greateſt ſtrength and fulneſs of thy affeftion 
ſhall be entirely carryed out rowards him, and 
other things be loved only for his ſake, God 
challenging this as his peculiar due, if we lerthis 
heighr and entireneſs of affection go to any other 
perſon orthing, friend, wife, child, repute, plea- 
fure or wharever elſe, this peculiarity of God is 
violated, and ir is moſt certainly a kind of ſpirt- 
tual Jdolatry. Which makes it leſs ro be won- 
dred ar, that people are fo frequently crofled in 
thoſe things or perfons that they ſo exceſſively 
love. And theretore ir is our ſafety as well as our 
duty to have our aftetions moderate to all things 
laying to God alone, where there can be nodan- 
ger of excels. 


L. The making our ſelves the ultimate end of 


our actions aud ſervices of God, an egregt- 
ous inſtance of this ſpiritual Idolatry. 


- Andlaſtly, (for this is an argument ſo' copious 
. that 


k \ | ' 
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that a man may eaſily loſe himſelf in. it )- , It is 
well known and cannor be denied bur that God 
15: the! ultimate end of all. He tis: ſo in himſelf; 
and ought to be acknowledged fo by us both in 
our words and actions. Wherefore it we make 
our ſelves the ultimate end of our ations; and 
our. own Happineſs as our own, and not as ac- 
cording to the will and nature of God, ſothat we 
ſerve and worſhip God for our own fakes, mak- 
ing as'it were a crafty bargain with the all-wiſc 
God, and pettorming it roo (which is worſt of 
all) no further chan ir ſtands with our own pre- 
ſent caſe, fecurity and intereſt, preferring theſe 
before his will: and command, this alfo is mani- 
feſt Spiritual IdoJatry, and we again make an 
Idolot our ſclves in making our ſelyes the ultimate 
end of our Actions. For there can be bur one 
ultimate end, which is the will of the Father, the 
lightof che knowledg of God in the face of Jeſus 
Chriſt. manifeſted in us, who is the brightneſs 
ot bis glory and expreſs Image of his perſon: 
Who declared in the fleſh, he came not to doc 
his own will, but the will ot him thar ſent him. | 

This therefore is the fupreme Law and 
will of God touching the purity of his worſhip, 
that we have no will nor end of our own; For 
as we are to have but one God, Hear O 1/ra- 
el, the Lord thy God is one God, Deut. 6. 4. fo we 
are to have bur one will, even the will of the 
God whom we worſhip. Which wc have not, 


it we have any felt-will, or ſelf-ends, unſubor- 
dinate to the yill of God: Whoſe Will 


and 
Law 
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Tris | Law is the Law of an anſelf-interefted Love 
Gog | that is ready ro act, and content ro ſuffer any 
ſelf, thing for the Good of the -Creation of God, 
h in | be it never fo bitter and painful, as was moſt 
aaks | exemplarily conſpicuous in our bleſſed Saviour. 
And of this it is that that boſome friend of 
a6. | our Lord Jeſus witneſſes in the cloſe of his 
Epiſtle, Johny. 20. And we know that the San of 
God is come , and has givenius 4nunaerſlanding that 
viſe | we may know himthat is irue, and we are inhim that 
t of | #« 174, evenin his Son Jeſus Chriſt. Little Chil- 
pre- | dren, keep your ſelves from lipts. Amen. 

ieſe . 


The End. 


